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occurred in the French-Austrian war of iSog.1 The Archduke
Charles defeated Napoleon in the Battle of Aspern, but when it
was suggested to him to pursue the retreating French he refused,
saying that enough blood had been shed. A few days later
Napoleon defeated him at Wagram by concentrating an unusually
large number of guns and smashing the Austrian troops by
artillery-fire instead of using the bayonet. Napoleon, though
quite free from humanitarian qualms, excused himself for this
new technique in a talk with General Bubna in the words :
" What should I have done ? My best infantry is in Spain."
But he also realized that the new method which cost him more
blood than the old one implied a great risk, and this induced
him as it had the Archduke in the same situation to prefer
diplomacy to war.
In the course of the nineteenth century it was typical of the
policy of reaction that general compulsory service was abolished,
or greatly restricted, because the monarchs and the ruling classes
were afraid of arming the masses and of admitting large numbers
of non-nobles to the officer-corps. On the other hand, in ev^ry
revolution the principle of a popular army was proclaimed by
democrats who saw in it an instrument for securing liberty against
reactionary powers with their professional armies. The final
outcome was an extraordinary expansion in the size of armies,
and the subjection of the whole life of the nations to military
regimentation. This development, which took place only grad-
ually, was due to two factors, namely, to the application of new
technical measures in warfare and the rise of nationalism. Moltke
was the first great master to make use of railways and telegraphs
for moving and directing a mass army of up to 500,000 men, an
operation which before would have been considered impossible.
Bismarck's knowledge of human nature and German efficiency
in thoroughgoing organization of administration and popular
education succeeded in rendering the German people a reliable
tool in the hands of the militarists. The mass army which the
democrats had planned for establishing a reign of justice and
equality within and among nations became in reality the best
instrument for imbuing large masses with a longing for national
power and prestige, and with blind obedience towards their
military leaders.
In the nineteenth century political liberalism, though in prin-
ciple opposed to war and violence, fostered the rise of nationality,
and thus involuntarily contributed to the outbreak of many wars
1 August Founder, Napoleon I* 1913, tome 2, p. 292.